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PREFACE 


THE Subject of the following Pages was as 

much difputed in the laft century, as per~ 
¢ ‘haps any one controverted point in divi- 
nity ; and very often, -with too much warmth 


and uncharitablenefs... When it came in my- 


way in the courfe of my public lectures, fome 
time before the laft winter vacation, I could nat 
avoid confidering it ; but I determined to do it 
as briefly as would be confiftent with giving the 
Students of the College any tolerable view of the 
arguments and objections of the contending par- 


ties. And thefe I exhibited, in a great meafure, — 


tho’ not always exa@ly, in their own words. _ 


Soon after delivering the laft of my leétures 
- upon the fabject, I was very unexpectedly furpriz- 
ed with a requeft from fome of my hearers, who 
told me it was alfo the defire of many others, 
that I would confent to their being made public 
by the prefs. I put them off from time to time 
for feveral months, in hopes they would grow 
cool and drop the motion; but finding it quite 
otherwife, I at length yielded with reluétance 
to repeated folicitations. aes 
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I sHALL not wonder if I am cenfured by 


fome of all parties, for offering but a very {mall 
part of what they could have faid for themfelves. . 


Tt would have been eafy to have heaped up much 
more on every fide ; but I was unwilling to tire 
my audience with, the length of a difficult argu- 
~ ment; which, for the fake of fome, into whofe 


hands it may now fall, I have made much fhor- | 


ter than it was delivered in the college: For Lam 
fenfible that controverfial traéts foon , become 
tedious to perfons who have not, been ufed to 
clofe and long attention. 


As Iwas far from expecting that I fhould 
ever be defired to publith what is here emitted, 
I was not careful, when writing, to note in the 
margin from whom I made extracts ; and I have 
not been able now, at fix months diftance, to 
recolle& fome of them, and give them credit 
for what was taken from them. 

Tp a view of the difficulty of the fubjeét here 
confidered, may be improved to promote charity 
between fuch as differ in their fentiments about 
4; or if any feriovs enquirers for truth, fhall 
find affiftance, in their fearch after it, from what 
is here put into their hands ; I hall be humbly 


thankful to God for it, and not be forry that I - 


confented to permit, what at the time of doing _ 


~ 


it, J had much rather have forborn. = 
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2h JUDE, ver. IV. ae 


FOR there are certain men crept in unawares, 
who were before of old ordained to this condem- 
nation, ungodly men, turning the grace of our 
God into lafcivioufnefs, and denying the only 
Lord God, and cur Lord Fefus Chrift. 
YF AVING fpoken largely of the do@rine 
H of Eleétion in feveral late difcourfes ; 
~™ I muft now proceed to confider the 
doarine of Reprobation alfo, and fee what ac- 
count the feriptures give us of it. And I do 
this the rather, becaufe I’believe it is very much 
owing to mifapprehenfions, or want of due con- — 
fideration of what the fcriptures teach us con= 
cerning the Jatter of thefe points; that fo many 
prejudices have arifen in the minds of men againit 
the whole doérine of the divine decrees.—_Now 
the words which have been read at this time, 
may ferve well enough as an Introduéfion to the 
{cri pture account of Reprobation, 
ce : In 
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In the preceding verfe the apoftle tells thofe_ 
to whom he direéts his epiftle, that it:was need- 
Jul for him to write unto them, and exbort them, 

that they fhould contend earneflly for the faith 
which was once delivered to the faints. The 
reafon why this exhortation was fo neceflary, we 
have in the words before us, For there are cer- 
tain men crept in unawares—ungodly men—deny- 
ing the only Lord God, gc. There were certain 
men, ungodly in life, and damnably heretical in 
doérine, who had craftily flipt into the church 
unobferved. And there was great danger left 
by the wicked praétices and: damnable herefies, 


which thefe brought in privily ; others alfo 


fhould’ be induced to put away a good confeience, 
and make fhipwreck of their: faith. And lef 
any fhould think it was only a chance which had 
happened unto them that the church was at this 
time fo infefted with thefe deceitful workers, and 
fous of perdition; the apoftle therefore affures 
them, that this whole matter came to pafs by the 
determinate counfel and foreknowledge of Gad; 
that thefe very men were before of old. ordained 
to this condemnation. Nor need any wonder to 
hear him fay fo, forit was nothing but what had 
been fpoken of before by the apoftles of our Lord ; 
v, 14. And even Enoch, the feventh from ddam, 
had prophefied of them. y. 17. “5 
~ BY the condemnatian to which thefe men 
were before of ald ordained—fome underftand, 
that reprobate mnd to which God gave them 
over todo thofe things: which are not conve- 
nicnt, and to corrupt and pervert the dnc 
as Ss 
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of the gofpel.—Others underftand the juft dere- 
lidtion of God, by which they were permitted) 
_ for their former fins, to make fhipwreck of their 
own faith, and to become the authors of damna= 
ble error and herefy in others, and at laft to be 
condemned themfelves forever.—In fine, dy this. 
condemnation, fome underftand eternal damnation 
— ifelf. For fo the original word »ime is often 
ufedelfewhere in the New Teftament.* And it 
is, certain from the whole progrefs of this epi/ile, 
that the apoftle Jude is here fpeaking ‘of thofe 
very perfons, as already crept into the church, 
whom the apoftle Peter had foretold would 
creep into it; and concerning whom he fays, 
_ that their judgment now of a long time lingreth 
not, and their damnation flumbreth not. 2 Pet, 
II. 3. Upon the whole, in whichever of thefe 
fenfes we take the expreffion, it will amount to 
_ much the fame thing, For if by this condemna~ 
tion we underftand, either only the divine dere- 
hittion, or only that reprobate mind confequent 
upon it; yet we muft-underftand it of fuch a 
reprobate mind, or fuch a dereliction, as will 
certainly end in the dammation of bell; becaufe 
the apoftle exprefsly tells us, [ver.13.] that. to 
the perfons under this condemnation is referved 
the blacknefs of darkne/s forever. peat 
_ AnD to thes condemnation, he fays, they were 
before of old ordained, or, as it is in the original, 
wines xpoyenpmpywivs before of old written. "That is, 
fay fome, Bea iy apoyiypan’) concerning whom it was 
! “ before 
* Vid. Matt. XXII. 14. Mark XIL, 40. ‘Lake XX. 47, 
Rom. Hl. 8. : Tim, II. 6. © 
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before written. Thus they fuppofe it was in 
thofe remarkable words of the apoftle Paul, 
2 Thef. Il. 8,9, 10, 11,12. dnd then fhall 
that wicked one be revealed, whom the Lord fhall 
confume with the fpirit of his mouth,. and fhall 
defiroy with the brightne/s of his coming: Even 
him whofe coming is after the working of Satan, 
with all power, and figns, and lying wonders, 
and with all deceivablenefs of unrighteoufne/s, i 
them that perifh ; becaufe they received not the 
love of the truth, that. they mght be faved. 
And for this caufe God fhall. Jend them ftrong 


delupion, that they fhould believe a lie: That they 


all might be damned, who believed not the truth, 
but had pleafure in. unrightcoufne/s,.'The fame 
perfons they fuppofe to. have been. written of 
before by Peter alfo, when he fays, 2 Pet. Il. 
4, 2,3. There fhall be falfe teachers among you, 


who privily fhall bring in damnable herefies, 
even denying the Lord that bought them, and 


bring upon themfelves fwift defiruction. And 
many fall follow their pernicious ways, by reafou 
of whom the way of truth fhall be evil Spoken of. 


And through covetoufne/s {ball they with feigned 


words make merchandife of you: whofe judgment 


now of along time lingreth not, and their dam- 


natian flumbreth not-—Others again fuppofe, 
that the expreffion refers to the words of our 
bleffed Saviour recorded Matt. XXIV. 4, 5, 10, 
11, 14, Take beed that no man deceive you. For 
many fhall come in my name, faying, Lam C brift : 
and ball deceive many. And then Jball many 
be offended, and fhall betray one another, anc 
* Shalt 
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Shall hate one. another. And many falfe pro~ 
phets ball arife, and {hall deceive many.—And 
this gofpel of the kingdom fhall be preached iw 
all the world, for a witne/s unto all nations, and 
then fhall the end come. 
_ Now tho’ it be certain, that Peter (at left) 
had written before of thefe very perfons, and of | 
their condemnation to eternal punifhment; who 
are here faid to be before of old written to this 
_ condemnation: Yet I cannot perfwade myfelf, 
that they are faid to be before of old written to 
this condemnation, upon account of them and 
their condemnation’s having been written of 
before by Peter, or any other apoflle. For 
what had been written by Peter, or poflibly by 
any other apoftle, concerning thefe perfons, could 
_ Hot be faid to have been written of old, but 
of late, when Fude wrote this epiftle—More- 
over, the prophefies which went before con 
cerning thefe perfons, and their condemnation, 
are manifeftly {poken of asa thing diftin@ from: 
. their being before of old ordained or written to — 
condemnation. For after the apoftle hath faid, 
that the men who were crept im unawares, were 
before of old ordained to condemnation; he: 
goes on to fay, v. 14. Aud Enoch alfa the 
Jeventh from Adam prophefied of thefe. And 
then he proceeds, v. 17, 18, to put his beloved: 
inremembrance of the words which were fpoken 
before by the apofiles of our Lord Fefus Chrift > 
How that they told themthere fhould be mockers 
zn the laft time, who fhould walk after their own 
ungodly lufts. Thefe be they who Jeparate them-. 
_ 4 B Jfelves— 
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Jelves—not having the fpirit—From all which 
it appears to me that their being before of old 
ordained or written to condemnation, mult be 
underftood according to the fenfe, of perhaps 
the bigger and better part of proteftant expofi- 
tors of the laft century, to refer, not to any thin 
which: had been fpokei or written about shel 
perfons, either by prophets or apoftles under the 
infpiration of God; but to the determination of 
the divine mind concerning them, namely, to 
the decree of Reprobation (as it hath been called) 
which was before of old, even from the days of 
éternity—This may fuffice for the meaning of 
the Condemnation {poken of in my text ; and of 
certain men’s being before of old ordained to it.— 
The next thing to be confidered is, 

_ THE charaéter of the perfons ordained to 
this condemnation—And this is, ungodly men, 
turning the grace of God into lafcrvioufnefs, deny- 
ing the only Lord God, and our Lord FefusChrof: 
or as the apoftle Peter prophefying of the fame 
perfons exprefles it, 2 Pet. ii. 1. Falje teachers 
who privily fball bring in damnable herefies,even 
denying the Lord that bought them.—The fam 
of the matter then may be taken up in the two 
following propofitions, namely, 
I. TH AT there are certain men from eter- 

aity ordained of God to condemnation —And, 
IL DHAT thefe are men of wicked lives, or 
damnably heretical principles, or both_——=The 
great controverfy between the Supralapfarian | 
Calvinifis and the -Arminians concerning the 
decree of Reprobation; will fall in moft naturally 
eyo : to 


~~ oe 


We 
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to be difcuffed under the fecond of thefe propo- 
fitions. - However it may not be amifs, before 
I proceed to that, to {peak fomething briefly to 
the firft, viz. pa ors) be 
I. THAT there are certain men from eternity 
ordained of God to condemnation.—-T he election 
(fays the apoftle) hath obtained it, and the reft 
were blinded, ov hardned. Rom. xi. 7.° And 
again, Rom. ix. 22. What if God willing to fhew 
his wrath, and to make his power known, endured 
with much long-fufering the vefels of wrath fit- 
ted to deftruétion.—The propofition before us 


“may be illuftrated and prov’d under three par- 


ticulars, viz. chats ees 
1. THAT fome of mankind are certainly 
ordain'd of God ta condemnation. = it 
2. THAT this divine ordination is: fron 
eternity—And, i F 
3. THAT the perfons fo ordained to condem- 
nation are determined —W hat | intend by each 
of thefe, I think will be almoft allowed me by 
all parties, except Socamzans. : 
it THen, Some of mankind are certainly 
ordained of God to condemnation.—By condem- 
nation 1 intend eternal damnation itfelf ; or that 
mifery which will be the everlafting portion of 
them, who die in their fins. By being ordained 
to this mifery or condemnation, I intend, that 
there is a determination of the divine will con- 
cerning it ; that none drop into perdition with- 


out the will of God, or without his antecedently — 
determining «(in fome fenfe) that they fhould. 


Not that the determination of the divine will is 
ae z B2 either 
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either the moral or the phyfical ‘caule’ of mens 


_ fin and’mifery. The Ca/vinijls generally reject 


fuch a thought as this. And I here only fup- 
pofe, that a determination of the will of God, is 
neceflarily antecedent to the condemnation of 


men; that fince the kingdom of God ruleth over 


all, fo that not a fparrow falleth to the ground 
without him; much lefs can any of his rea- 
fonable creatures. perifh, without his determin- 
ing before, at leaft to permit that they fhould. 
Now it is certain that fome of mankind fhall 
be miferable forever, from the exprefs words of 
our bleffed Lerd, Matt. xxv. 46.:Thefe /hall go 
away into everlafting punifhment: And if fome 
of mankind fhall be miferable forever, we muft 
fuppofe they are antecedently ordained of God 
to'this condemnation; or clfe we mutt fuppofe 
that God don’t know of it before it happens; 


"or laftly, that tho’ he knows of it, yet he is not 
able to prevent it. For if God knows of mens 
falling into condemnation before it happens ; 


and could prevent it, if he thought fit; we mutt 
certainly conclude, that he determines not to 
prevent, but fuffer it (which is all I intend by 
ordaining or writing it) or elfe it could never 
happen, Now that God knows of mens falling 
‘into condemnation before it happens is certain, 
from his foretelling of it : And it is no lefs cer- 
-tain that he could prevent it, if (all things con- 
-fider’d) te judg’d it wifeft and beft fo to do; 
for all things are poffible with him ; and efpe- 
cially the hearts of all men are in his hands, and 


B he can turn them whitherfoever he pleafes. And 


therefore, 
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termines not to prevent it; or in other words, 


by which I intend ‘the itis thing, that they. 


who fall into condemnation, are ordained of 
God to it, not by an effective, but only by a 
Peril ive decree.—I proceed to fay . 
a, THAT this divine ordination is from 
fe rea Or that God hath from eternity deter- 
mined to permit fome of mankind to fall into 
‘condemnation. 


Tur truth of this will ‘appear andeniably,, 


from confidering the perfection of the know- 
ledge and power of God. For ‘it is impoffible 
to fuppofe that he, whofe kingdom ruleth pver 
all, and who is able to prevent what he pleafes, 


fhould know’ that any thing will come to pafs,. 


which he does not at the fame time determine to 
‘permit, and not to hinder. And therefore, fince 
God did from eternity know of the falling of 
fome of mankind into everlafting’condemnation, 
he bags from eternity have determined to per- 
on i 

THE very perfons y ordained or written to 


2 ieisiiainetee are determined —This likewife fol- 


an 


foreknowledge of God. For whether we fup-~ 


i lows from the certainty and exaétnefs of the 


pofe the decree of God to be antecedent in or- 
der of nature to his foreknowledge, or his fore- 
knowledge antecedent to his decree, (which it 
-would be befide my purpofe to difpute here) yet 
fince he knows beforehand the very perfons, 
who will fall into condemnation ; he muft dé 
termine permag at leaft to permit thofe very 
Ligue fo to do, Upon 


snipe bit Colbie £33 
therefore, it anhor but be Howey that he de- 


eee ES ee 


ee 


ae rs : - a 5 rs 
14 The DoGrine of REPRoBATIon 


: a 7% aes 

Upon the whole, if fome of mankind are cer- 
tainly ordained, or written of God to condem- 
nation ; if this divine ordination is from eterni- 
ty; and if the very perfons fo ordained or writ- 
ten to condemnation are determined ; then it is 
true that there are certain men from eternity or- 
dained, or written of God to condemnation ; 


wwhich was my firft propofition——I thall con- 


elude at prefent, with juft obferving, that this 
doctrine, as I have explained it, is far from mak- 
ing God the author of thofe fins which he hath 
determmed to pum/h everlaftingly—For the 
dimmeft eye may fee, that ‘ they who affirm, 
* that God hath from eternity decreed to permit 
© thofe fins to be committed, which he certainly 
“knew would be committed if he prevented 


_ “them not; and that he accordingly does per- 
© mit them, do not hereby make him the author 


“of fin. God's fuffering his. creatures to fin, 
* when. it is in his power to: hinder them, is not 
“to be the author of fin, nor is God in ju/fice, 
* or in mercy obliged to exert his power in hin- 
* dring perfons (in a ftate of trial) from finning, 
* tho’ he knows they will fin if he does not, and 
* that their finning will bring ruin: upon them,’ 
If it was inconfiftent with the juffice or mercy 
of God, to leave creatures in a ftate of trial, to 
exercife the freedom of their own wills, what- 
ever the forefeen event may be; it would be in- 
confiftent with the wifdom of God, ever to put 
any of his creatures in a flate of trial for eternity. 
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the two following propofitions, viz. 

I. THAT there are certain men, from 
eternity, ordain'd of God to condemnation —And 
Il. THAT thefe are men of wicked lives, 

or damnably heretical principles, or both.—The 
firft of thefe propofitions, viz. 
THAT there are certain men, frometernity, or- 
dain'd of God to condemnation, hath been difpatch’d. 

* +—By the condemnation to which thefe menare gr- 
dained, 1 have explained my felf to mean, eternal 
damnation itfelf, or that mifery which will be the 
everlafting portion of thofe, who die in their fins. 
—For whether this be the primary intention, or 
not, of the condemnation {poken of in my text; 
tye it is, at leaft, fuch a condemnation, as will 
certainly end in this ; fince the apoftle tells us 
y. 13: that to the perfons under this condemna- 
tion isre/erved the blackne/s of darknefs forever. 
By being ordained of God to is condemna- 


I the former part I propofed ‘to. confider 


tion, I, have faid that I intend, not that the deter- 
mination of the divine will, is either the moral, 
or phyfical caufe of mens fin and mifery ; but 
only, that a determination of the will of God, is 

eee neceflarily 
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neceflarily antecedent to the condemnation of 


men; that fince the kingdom of God ruleth over 
all ; fo that not a fparrow falleth to the ground 


_ without him; much lefs can any of his reafona- 


ble creatures perifh, without God’s determin- 
ing before, at left to permit that they fhould. 
* * Things which happen thus, under a permiflive 
“and direéting providence, are afcrib’d in fcrip- 
“ture to the will and counfel of God. Fora per- 
* mifive and directing will, is as really a will, as 
© an effective one; tho’ it be not alike caufal.’ 
And what comes to pafs according to it, may 
‘therefore, in fome fenfe, be faid to be ordained 
of God. — 

‘ Turs divie ordination, 1 have proved to be 
from eternity; and that it reaches to the very 
individual perfons, who fhall go away into ever- 


» Iaofting punifhment, upon the judicial fentence of 


the great day. I proceed now to the fecond 
|propofition, which is ~ 

“Il. THAT they who are thus ordained of God 
to condemnation, are men of wicked lives, or 
damnably heretical principles, or both.—My text 
calls them ungodly men, turning the grace of 
God into lafcivioufne/s, and denying the only Lord 
God, and our Lord Fefus Chri. And the 
apoftle Peter prophefying of the fame perfons, 
tells us, that they /hall privily bring in damnable 
herefies. 2 lI. 1. So that the perfons, 
mmediately refers to, were both 


whom ny 
~ ungodly in life, and damnably heretical in doc- 


trine. And one, or the other, or both of thefe, 


_ is certainly the cafe of all, who were before of 


old 


* Bhp, Burnet’s Exp. P. 160. 
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old ordained of God to condemnation. But 
here the great queftion arifes, upon which the 
controverly about the dogrine of reprobation 
very much turns, viz. 
Whether God hath ordained certain men to 
condemnation upon a forefight of their ungodline/s 
vend infidelity? or whether the ungodline/s and in- 
fidelity of men are in confequence of their having 
been before of old ordained to condemnation, and 
follow fuch ordination neceffarily ?=—-The Armix 
gians maintain the former, the Supralapfarian 
Calvinifts the latter ; and both of them go great 
lengths in the profecution of theit oppofite 
f{chemes. The Sublapfarian Calvinifs take @ 
middle way, which (to me at leaft) appears to be 
much more agreeable to the {criptures, and to 
our natural notions of the divine perfections ; 
and.to be free from the principal difficulties, with 
which the two other fchemes are encumbred. 
Tur Supralapfarians then affirm, that the de- 
«ree of God is in order of nature antecedent to 
“his foreknowledge, and that his foreknowledge 
is founded in it ; that the will of God is univer 
fally efficacious, and is the firt, caufe of all things ; 
that if the reafon of the being of things be fol 
lowed up to the top, we hall find it in the de- 
cree ; that there are a vaft company of poffible 
beings in the knowledge or underftanding of 
God; and that the decree appoints which of 
them fhall be ; and therefore By the decree they 
pafs from poffibiliry to futurition And in 
-confequence of thefe pofitions they affirm, that. 
God does by an efficacious power and influence » 
C move 


* Vid, Willard: p. 102, 143: 
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fnove and predetermine men, unto all their na- 
tural ations, even thofe-that have fin infeparably 
annexed to them; that he fecretly, but effectu- 
ally inclines and applies the wills of men to 
the entative atts of fuch things.* And to avoid 
the confequence of making God the author of fin, 
they make a diftin@ion between the pofitive act 
of fin, which they fay is not evil; and the 
want of its conformity to the law of God, which 
being a negation, is no pofitive being; fo that 
it is not produced. And thus, tho’ the aétion 
is produced jointly by God as the firlt caufe, 
and by the creature as the fecond, yet God is 
‘not guilty of fin, but only the creature.+ 
To this the Arminians reply, 

THaT as for that nicety of faying that the 
evil of fin confifts in a negation, which is not a 
pofitivé being, fo that tho’ God fhould deter- 
mine men to the aétion which is finful; yet he 
js not Concerned in the fin of it: They think it 
js too metaphyfical, to. put the honour of God 
and his attributes upon fuch a fubtlety. For in 
fins againft moral laws, there feems to be an 
antecedent immorality in the a@tion itfelf, which 
4s infeparable from it—But fuppofing that fin 
confifted in a negative, yet that privation does 
immediately and neceffarily refult out of the ac- 
tion, without any other thing whatfoever inter- 
vening. So that, if God does infallibly deter- 
“mine a finner mmit the aétion to which that 
guilt belongs, tho’ that fhould be a fin, only by 

-reafon of a privation, which is dependent on it ; 

: yet 

~ Wvid. Gare’s Court of the Gentiles, Part 4th, p. 27s 73° 
+ Burner's Expofi. p. 147. 
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yet it does not appear but that he is really thg 
author of fin; fince if he is the author of the 
finful action, on which the fin depends as a 
fhadow on its fubftance, he muft be efteemed 
(fay they) the author of the fin, if this hypo- 
thefis be true—And tho’ it may be faid, that 
fin being a violation of God’s law, he himfelf, 
who is not bound by his law, cannot be guilty 
of fin; yet an action which is immoral, is fo ef- 
fentially oppofite to infinite perfeétion, that God 
cannot be capable of it ; as being acontradiétion 
to his own nature. Nor is it to be fuppofed, 
that he can damn men for that, which is the. 
neceflary refult of an action, to which he him- 
felf determined them.*—Thus. the Arminians 
objet to the hypothefis of their adverfaries. ” 

And others, who are far from being Arm- 
nians, yet think, that the doctrines of efficacious 
permiffion, and predeterninative concourfe. to 
actions intrinfically evil (which two, notions 
feem infeparably twifted with the Supralapfarzan 
f{cheme) are both of them founded upon fale 
principles, and attended with confequences too 
fhocking to be endured. 

Tue true priciples (fay they) upon which 
thefe notions feem to be founded, are, 

I. THAT God cannot form a creature with 
a power of moving it/elf, and determining any of 
its own aétions; without his efficacious power 
and influence, firft moving and predetermining i 

to the fubjtrate matter of them. And, . 
- Yl. THAT it is impofible he fhould fore- 
know any ation of a free agent, but what he 
cae Sore hath 

* Vid. Burnst’s Expofi. p. 161° 
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hath determined fecretly and effectually to in- 
éline and apply its will to the performance of.— 
Now the former of thefe principles (fay they) 
cannot be true, becaufe it deftroys the diftinétion 
between natural and voluntary agents; and 
brings all the operations of the /atter, under 
laws of equal neceffity with thofe, according to 
which the motions of the former are excited. — 
Nor is the latter principle any more neceflary to 
be admitted, For tho’ it be readily granted, that 
a prefcience of things future is fo far 

ounded on his decree, as that it is impoffible 
he fhould know any thing as future, but what 
he hath determined cither to effeét or permit ; 
yet it won’t from hence follow, that he cannot 
foreknow any aétion of a free agent, but what 
he hath determined fecretly and effectually to 
incline and apply its will to the performance of. 
For it is evident from the fcriptures, that God 
not only knows what -pofibly might, but even 
what certainly would have been determined by 
free agents, if the antecedent courfe of things 
had been otherwife difpofed than it was. He 


4 anfwered David, that Saul would come to Keilah, 
a and that the men of Ketlah would dehver him 
y up.* And yet both the one-and the other was 
s| upon condition of his ftaying there; and he 
a going from thence, neither the one nor the 
| other ever happened. So God knew, that 


the mighty works had been done in Tyre and 
Sidon, which were done in Chorazin and Beth- 
faida, they would have repented in Jackcloth and 
| afbes. And that, if the mighty works which — 
‘ Were 
ue | Sam. XRM, yr, Fe 
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who forbids them ; than to the malicious at 
ay 
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were done in Capernaum, -had been done even i 
Sddom, it would have remained to our Sar 
day*—Now if his knowledge reaches to . 
things as thefe, which never happen ; it can’é 
thought ftrange, that it fhould reach to fuck 
determinations*as do happen, even where: he 
don’t exert his own power to lead men into 
them. And therefore, from God’s foreknow- 
ledge and permiffive decree, we can never infer, 
that hedoes by an efficacious influence move and 
determine men to all their actions; even €6 
thofe which have fin infeparably annexed to 
them.—But this may fuffice for the principles’ 
ypon which the do¢trines of efficacious permiffion 
and predeterminative concourfe to evil actions 
are {uppefed to be founded. ~ 
As for the hocking confequences, with which 
they are thought, by others befide Arminians, to 
bechargeable, i thall reprefent fome of themin the 
words of the leagned and judicious Mr. Howe, 


‘which are better than any of my own. Thefe 


fentiments (fays he) muft, I conceive to an impar- 
tial underftanding, leave it no way fufficiently 
explicable ; how the influence and concurrence 
which the holy God hath to the worft of 
actions, is to be diftinguifhed from that which 
he affords to the beft ; or wherein fuch inhe- 
rently evil actions are lefs to be imputed to him, 
ter, who prompts to them; or the a&or who 
does them; or wherein not a great deal more. 
And they leave it undeniable, that the matter of 
his laws to Adam and his pofterity, was an utter 
oe impoflibility ; 
* Matt. XI, at, 23: f Voh Wl, P. sor. . 
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impoffibility ; nothing being more apparently 
fo, than cither not to do an action, whereto the 


“agent is determined by an infinite power ; or to 


feparate the malignity thereof, from an intrin- 
fically evil aétion. And this utter zmpoffibility 
of not finning, was the ineluétable fate of his 
at firft) innocent creatures; who muft alfo 
upon this hypothefis) be underftood to be ir- 
reverfibly condemned to the fuffering of eternal 
punifhment, for the doing of what it was (upon 
thefe terms) fo abfolutely impoffible to them to 
-avoid.—_—Thefe confequences (if juftly drawn 
from the do@rines abovementioned, as I think 
they are) muft be fufficient to fatisfy any rea- 
fonable man, that thofe doétrines cannot be true. 
Indeed, I know very well, that the maintainers 
of the doétrines reject and abhor thefe confe- 
quences ; but the queftion is, whether they have 
ever yet been able, with all the nice diftinctions, 
and metaphyfical fubtleties, which they make 
ufe of upon this occafion, fatisfactorily to clear 
themfelves from them. For fear, as it feems, 
of thefe difficulties in the Supralap/arian {cheme, 
the Arminians go into extremes on the other 
hand, which I {hall give fome account of in 
the next. part. 


¢ 
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HE Supralapfarian Scheme, fo far as it 
‘obvioufly refers to the queftion wd 
confideration, hath been exhibited ; 
gether with fome of thofe difficulties, 
wherewith its adverfarics endeavour to perplex 
and opprefs it. I fhall now endeavour in like 
‘manner, faithfully to fet forth the Aypothefs 
of the Arminians in the café before us; and 
{hall mention fome of the difficulties with which 
that alfo is prefled by its adverfaries. - 
~ °Tne Armintans then affirm,* that God con- 
fidered all the free motions of thofe rational 
agents, that he did intend to create ; and accor- 
ding ‘to what he forefaw they would chufe and 
do, in all the various circumftances in which he 
might put them, formed his decrees: That he 
‘intended in particular to create all men free, and 
to deal with them according to the ufe that they 
fhould make of their liberty: That therefore 
he forefeeing how every one would ufe it, sg bye 
“upon that’ decree all things which concerne 
them in this life, together with their falvation 
or damnation in the next; that fufficient affift- 
ances are given to every man; but that all may 
chufe whether they will ufe them, and perfevere 
in 
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in them, or not: And that no man is under irres 
fiftible motions, either to good or evil. * Nor 
ean it be thought that grace is fo efficacious of 


‘the purity and holinefs of God, but is fo mani- 
feftly contradi&ory tothe whole ftrain of the 
Afcriptures, which every where charge fin upon 
men, that in fo copious a fubjeé it is not ne- 
ceflary to multiply proofs. O Irael, thou haf 
deftroyed thyfelf, but in me is thy belp.** — And, 
‘ewallnot came unto me, that ye may have life.+F 
Why will you die O houfe of lrael? tt—TVhis ie 
the Aypothefis of the Arminzans relating to the 
queftion under confideration. I have cxprefled 
it moftly in their own words, as it, is fer down 
iby the learned and catholic-fpirited Bifhop 
‘urnet, who was in the main on their fide of 
the queftion ; and therefore may very well be 

fappofed to have ftated their notions truely. 
ey See I sHALL 


* Burnet’s Exp. p. 160, 161. + Acts vii. st. { Matt. xxiii. 37. 
' ht Mfai.v. 4. ** Hof. xiii. 9, ¢t Johmv. go. tt Bzek.gxxiii. 11. 


_ Pswaxrt now go onto collect pretty much 
from the fame learned writer; the objections: 
of the Supralapfarians to thefe things: For it: 
muft'be allowed; that he hath fet forth the: 
principles, arguments and objections of the 
Supralapfarians, as well as Arminians, with. 
great clearnefs, and ftrength, and fpirit.— 
However, I cannot help remarking, that (by 
what means foeverit came to pafs) he hath not. 
done the like juttice to the Sublap/arian fcheme ;. 
but hathifet shat in a weak imperfect light, and» 
placed the . maintainers of it between the 
two other contending parties; as well- 
meaning men, who have but very little tofay 
for themfelves.:. Whether this be their cafe. 
will appear hereafter. ier re 
- THe Supralapfarians then reply.tothe Fy- 
pothefis above, that there can be no certain: 
prefcience of future contingencies ; that it im» 
plies a contradiction, that things which are: 
not certainly to be,fhould be certainly forefeen;. 
for if they are certainly forefeen, they mutt: 
certainly be : So while: they are fuppofed to 
be contingent, they are yet affirmed to be: 
certain, by faying that they are certainly fore-' 
feen. When God decrees that any thing fhall 
be, it hath from that a certain futurition,: 
and as fuch it is certainly forefeen by him.. 
An uncertain forefight is an act in its nature: 
imperfect, becaufe it may be a miftake,.and: 
fo is inconfiftent with the divine perfections.. 
And it feems to imply: a contradiction to fay’ 
that a thing happensfrecly, that is, may.be, or 
ee! apy D .. Soay 
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may not be, and yet that it iscertainly forefeen 
byGod. God (fay they) cannot forefee things, 
but as he decrees them,and fo gives them a fu- 
turition, and therefore this prefcience antece- 
dent to his decree, muft be rejected as a thing 
impoflible.. =~ 

Tuy fay-further, that decrees upona fore- 
fight of what men will:do, if they ‘did not 
involve any contradictions are yet imperfect 
in their nature, and fubject the will and acts 
of God to acreature, and fo are inconfiftent 
with the independency of the nature and will 
ofGod. And that fuch a conditionate decree 
is an act in fufpenfe, whether it fhall be or 
not, and therefore inconfiftent with infinite 
perfection. 

-Anp as to what the Arminians fay con- 
cerning the inefficacy and refiftiblencfs of di- 
vine grace, they object,that the fcriprures teach 
us every where to offer up all praifevand glory 
to God ; to acknowledge that all is of him, 
and to humble ourfelves, as being nothing be- 
fore him. Now if we were elected, not by 
a free'a&t of his, but by what he forefaw that 
we would be ; fo that his grace is not eflica- 
cious by its own force, but by the good ufe 
that we make of it; then the glory and praife 
of all the good we do, and of God’s kind pur- 
pofes to us, were due to ourfelves. He de- 
figns, according to the other doctrine, equal- 
ly wellto all men ; and all the difference a- 
mong them will arife neither from God's in- 
tention to them, aor from his aliftances ; but 
, tos = from 
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good things to God, and in charging us to 
offer up the Honour of all to him, feems very 
exprefsly againft fuch doctrine ; fince. if al 
our good is from God, and is particularly ow- 
ing to his grace ; then good men have fome- 
thing from God, which bad men have not, 
for which they ought. to praife him. The 
ftyle of all the prayers that are ufed, or direc- 
ted to be ufed in the fcriptures, is for a grace 
that opens our eyes, that farus our hearts, that 
makes us to go, that leads us not into temptation, 
but aelivers us from evil: All thefe phrafes do 
plainly import, that-we defire more than. fuch 
a power or capacity to aét, as is given to all 
men ; and fuch, as after we have received it, 
may ftill be ineffectual to us. For to pray for 
fuch afliftances, as are always given to all men, 
and are fuch that the whole good of them 
fhall wholly depend upon ourlelves, would 
found very odly ; whereas in truth we pray 
for famething that is {pecial, and that we, hope 
jrall be effetiual, We do not, we cannot pray 
in earne{t for that, which we know all men, 
as well.as we ourfelvyes, have at all times. 
Humility and earneftnefs in prayer feem to 
-be among the chief means of working in us 
the image of Chrift, and of deriving to us all 
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the bieflings of heaven. That doctrine there- 
fore which blafts both, which fwells us up 
with an opinion, that all which is peculiar 
comes from ourfelves, and that we receive 
nothing from God, but what is gives'm com- 
mon with us {to all the world,.is‘cettainly 
contrary both to the fpirie and defign of the 
~ Tue grace of God in fcripture*is fet forth 
by fuch figures and expreffions, as-do plainly 
intimate its efficacy; and that it does not de- 
pend on us to ufe it, or not toufe it, at our 
pleafure. It is faid to be a creation, We are 
created unto good works, * and we become new 
‘creatures.t It is calleda Regeneration or a new 
‘birth.t Itis called a quickning, and a refurrec- 
tion; as our former ftate is compared. to 
feeblenefs, a blindnefs, and a death. , God is 
faid to work ia us both to will and to ds. F's 
people foalt-be willing in the day of nis power. \\ 
‘He will write his laws in their hearts, and make 
them to walk in them.§ Mankind is compared 
to a mafs ‘of clay in the hand of the potter, tt 
who of the fame /ump makes at pleafure, ve/fe/s 
_ of honour, or of difbonour. 'Thele paffages, this 
-Jaft in particular, do intimate an abfolute and 
a conquering power in grace. And that the 
Isve of God conftrains us, as St. Paul exprefsly 
fpeaks. sis ie 2 
AFTER all, they think, that if a debate 
falls to be between the fovereignty, a¢ts and 
‘Here Speers | purpofes 
* Eph. IL, 10. +, 2. ConeN. 17. f Phila. 36 
i. § bank 33, 34 +tEzek. XXXVI, 265 27- 
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purpofes of God, and the freedom of man’s 
will; it ismodeft and decent, rather to make 
the abatement on man’s part, than on God's; 
but they think there is noneed of this. They 
maintain, that befide the outward enlight. 
ning of a man by knowledge, . there is an in- 
ward enlightning of the mind, and a fecret 
forcible conviction ftamped on it. Otherwife 
what can be meant by the prayer of Paul 
for the Ephefians, who had already heard 
the gofpel preached, and were inftructed in it; 
That the eyes of their under ftanding being enlight- 
ned, they might know what was the hope of his 
calling, and what the riches of the glory of bis 
inheritance in-the jaints: and what was the ex- 
ceeding greatne/s of his power towards them that 
believe.* This feems to be fomewhat tha 
is both internal and efficacious. : 
In fine, Chrift compares the ‘union and 
influence that he communicates to believers, 
to the union of an head with its members, 
and ofa root with its branches; which im- 
ports an internal, a vital, and an efficacious 
influence. And tho’ the outward means that 
are offered, may be, and always are rejected, 
when not accompanied with this overcoming 
grace; yet ¢his never returns empty. Thefe 
outward means coming from God, the refif- 
ting of them is faid to bea refiffing God;} and 
grieving or quenching bis /pirit ;{ and fo in that 
fenfe we may refift the grace or favour of 
God; but we can never withftand him when 
he intends to overcome us. Bur 
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aes this may faffice for the Supralapfarian 
objections againft that part of the _4rmisian 
fcheme which Relies to the queftion under 
confideration. — eit 
_. AND now upon a view of each fcheme, 
and the objections which lie againtt it, it is 
obvious to remark, © 
- THAT the Objettions of both fi des againft 
iF part of the fcheme of their opponents, are 
difficult, if not impoffible to be anfwered ; which is 
at leaf? a ftrong prefumption, that there are fame 
things amifs in both fchemes. © The Supralap- 
farian objections againft an election upon 
‘a forefight of faith and good works ; and 
their: arguments for the freedom, and the effi- 
cacy of divine grace ( at leaft in many in- 
ftances ) feem to be of great force, if not ir- 
refiftible. Nor is there lefs weight, om the 
‘other hand, in what the Arminians and others 
object, againtt God’sconcurring immediately 
by a determinative influence to the produdti- 
on of intrinfically evil actions. And this 
leads me to obferve what feems to me to be 
the fundamental miftake of both parties in the 
point before us, which is, 
Lhat they are both agreed in joining fome things 
together, which have uo conneétion with each other 
in the nature of them, and which the feriptures 
have fei far afunder. Or in other words, They 
are both agreed that eleFion and reprobation 
_muft be fet upon much the fame foot. And 
‘that men mutt be much alike free, or much 
alike 
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alike determined, to all their actions, whether 
good or evil. And their agreement in thefe 
two points, neceflarily keeps them at evel 
lafting difagreement in almoft all others. 
Thus for inftance, the Supralapfarian appre- 
hends it to be impoflible, that the ele# fhould 
be chofen of God upon a forefight of their faith 
and good works ; and partly for that reafon 
thinks it to be impoflible alfo, that the re- 
probate fhould be ordained to coudemuation up- 
on a forefight of their wickedne/s. and infidelity. 
Wheréas, on the other fide, the Arminian can 
never perfuade himfelf, that God would or- 
dain any to condemnation otherwife than upon a 
forefight of their wickedue/s or infidelity ; and 
therefore he concludes, that neither does he 
ele any to everlafting life, but upon a forefight 
of their faith and obedience. And fo again, 
the Supralapfarian, that he may the more 
effeGually maintain the determining efficacy of 
divine grace, affirms that men are determined 
to the fubftrate matter of all their adions, 
even thofe that are intrinfically evil. ‘This 
the Arminian thinks is to make God the author 
of fin, and yet feemsto allow it to be true 
upon a fuppofition of the determinative efficacy 
of grace, and therefore is forced to deny that, 
and to maintain what the Supra/ap/arian thinks 
equivalent to faying, that it is sof God, but 
men, that make themfelves to differ. And thus 
from aty unhappy agreement in a falfe fuppo- 
fal or two, they are led into an endlefs oppo- 
fition to each other in many other points. 
‘ ’ But 
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_ Bur now the fcriptures take a quite diffe- 
rent courfe in treating of the moral good or e- 
vil which isin us, or done by us ; afcribing the 
one toGod, and imputing the other to ourfelves; 
teaching us to afcribe the honour of all that 
is good to God, and to caft the blame of all 
that is evil on ourfelves ; from whence we have 
the higheft reafon to conclude, that God hath 
not the fame influence and caufality in the one, 
which he hath in the other. 
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"PT “HE very oppofite fchemes of the Supra- 

~ lapfarians and_Arminians have both been 
confidered in the foregoing parts, together 
with fome of the difficulties wherewith the 
two contending parties mutually prefs each 
other.. My bufinefs will now be to exhibit 
the hypothefis of the Sublapfarians, fo far as it 
relates to the queftion under confideration, 
and examine how far it efcapes the difficulties . 
which attend and perplex either one or t’other 
of the other fchemes. 

THE Sublapfarians then maintain, 

1. That the Supralapfarian doctrine of God's 
concurring immediately, by a determinative infly- 
ence, to the production of all the actions of men, 
whether good or evil, ought not to be aamitted.— 
For, they fay, this doctrine fuppofes, that 


God cannot form a creature witha power of © 


moving itfelf, and determining any of its own 
. actions, 
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actions, without his efficacious power and in 
fluence firft moving and predetermining it to 
the matter of them ; that this highly reflects 
on the wifdom and power of God, and en- 
tirely takes away the very. poflibility of exer- 
cifing divine juftice ; it being utterly incen- 
ceivable, that any creature fhould be a pro- 
per object of rewards and punifhments; which 
neither hath, nor ever had, or could have, a 
power of determining any of its own actions. 
That this doctrine alfo deftroys the diftincti- 
on between watural and voluntary agents, and 
brings all the operations of the /after; under 
laws of equal neceffity. with thofe, according 
to which the motions of the former are exci- 
ted. For if what we call voluntary agents 
are eflicacioufly. determined byGod to all their 
operations, then they can no more refrain 
from doing what they do, than -thesfire can 
ceafe from burning, when it is fupplied with 
roper fewel, and fanned with {fufficient air. 
THE Sublapfarian Calvinifis farther alledge, 
that this doctrine of being determined by God to alt 
our actions is AN UTTER STRANGER TO 
ANTIQUITY. hat it was firft ftarted by 
Aquinas in the thirteenth century, That be- 
fore, it was in general held, that the provi- 
dence of God extended itfelf to all things what- 
fover: He thought this was done by God’s. con- 
curring immediately to the production of every 
thought, action, motion, of mode; fo that 
God was the firt and immediate caufe of 
E every 
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‘every thing that was done. And in order 
to the explaining of the joint production of 
‘every thing by God as the Frrsv, and by the 
creatures as the fecond caufe, he taught (at 
leaft fo his followers have underftood him ) 
that by a phyfical influence the will was pre- 
determined by God to all things whether good 
or bad; fo that the will could not be faid 
to be free in that particular inftance ix /enfu 
compofito, tho’ it was in general ftill free in al! 
its actions in fenfu divifo: A diftinction fo fa- 
cred, and fo much ufed among them (‘as Bi- 
thop Burnet obferves ) that I chufe to give it 
jn their own terms, rather than tranflate, or 
attempt to explain them. This pafled down 
_ among the Papifts with the Dominicans, who 
‘were of Aquinas’s own order ; and hath fince 
been received by the Supralapfarian Calvinifts 
among Prote/fents ; but neither one nor t’other 
can pretend to any earlier author for it than 
Aguinas. , 

Nor dotheScripTures know any more 
of this dodtrine than the Fathers do. Indeed 
the fcriptures teach us, that imGod we live and 
move, As 17. 28. But this can’t intend, that 
God excites and determines allour motions; for 
that would make Him much more the author 
of the worft of our actions, than we ourfelves 
are: And therefore the meaning can only be, 
that as God at firft gives us a power of mov- 
ing, fo he continually fupports and preferves 
that power in all its exercifes, 

‘ To 
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_ To conclude,* the Sub/ap/arians affert more 
to be neceflary to aétions, to which men are 
wickedly difinclined ; but that lefs will fuffice 
_ for their doing of actions, to which they have 
inclination more than enough. They reckon 
it fufficient te the production of actions of this 
latter fort, that a man’s powers be actually 
habile, and apt for any fuch aétion in the ge- 
neral, as is con-natural to them, fuppofing there 
be not a peccant averfion ; as there is to all 
thofe actions, which are holy and fpiritual ; 
which averfion a more potent ( even a deter- 
minative ) influence, may be often neceflary 
_to overcome. They explain themfelves by 

inftance thus, = oe 
A MAN hath from God the powers belong- 
ing to his nature, by which he is capable of 
loving or hating any apprehended good or evil. 
Thefe powers being by a prefent-divine influ- 
ence rendered habile, and apt for action, he 
can now love a good name, health, eafe, life ; 
and hate difgrace, ficknefs, pain, death ; but 
he does alfo by thefe powers thus habilitated 
for action, love wickednefs and hate Gad. 
They fay now, that to the/e former ads God 
fhould over and befides determine him, is not 
_ abfolutely and always neceffary ; and to the 
latter it is impoffible. But that to hate wicked- 
nefs aaiverfally, ani as fuch, and to love God, 
the depravednefs of his nature by the apoftacy, 
hath made the determinative influence of effi- 
. : 2 cacious 
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eacious grace often, if not always neceffary ; 
‘ swhich therefore he hath indifpenfable obligati- 
on (nor is deftitute of fuflicient encouragement) 
moft earneftly to implore and pray for. 
Tuus the Sublap/arians, while with the Ar- 
-minians they utterly deny any determinative di- 
vine influence to evil actions, do at the fame 
time with theSupralapfarians earneftly maintain 
‘the efficacy of divine grace, whenever God plea- 
fes, and the neceffity of its influence in order to 
our being and doing good. And in this way 
they think they fecure the holinefs, juftice,and 
goodnefs of God from the leaft imputation ; 
and yet render all due honour to the freedom 
and efficacy of his grace. Nor do they at all 
exempt man hereby, from his dependence on 
the will and providence of God. For a cre- 
ated being that was entirely fromGod,* with 
all the powers and faculties belonging to tr, - 
that hath its continual fubfiftence in him, and 
all thefe powers continued and maintained by 
hisinfluence every moment; that hath thefe 
powers made habile, and apt for all its natural 
‘motions and operations whatfoever, by a fui- 
- table influence, whenfoever it movesand ope- 
rates ; and that js always under the check and 
controul of divine providence; may with great 
propriety be faid to depead on God as to all its 
motions and operations, ‘without being ana- 
voidably impelled to do every thing which it 
does, even its intrinfically evil actions. 
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To conclude, by maintaining always the 
neceflity, and whenever God pleafes, the effi- 
cacy of his grace, and denying a determinative 
influence to evil actions, the Sub/ap/arians ap- 
prehend they avoid the difficulties with which 
both the other fchemes are prefled, by main- 
taining both, or denying both. 

Bur I proceed to fay, that in confequence 
of the Sublapfarians denying that men are ef- 
ficacioufly determined by God to all their ac- 
tions, even thofe which have fin infeparably 
annexed to them, they are obliged to maintain, 

2. Tuat God foreknows what rational a- 
-gents will do, when he thinks fit to leave them 
entirely to the freedom of their own wills, without 
interpofing his own power to determine them one 
way or the other. This principle neceflarily 
follows from the former ; for if God does not 
-determine men to their finful actions, he muft 

either foreknow what they will do, when he 
-don’t determine them, orvelfe he mutt be ig- 
norant beforehand of a great part of the ac- 
tions of mankind. 

"T'rs true it is not eafy to fhew how thofe 
future contingencies, which depend upon the 
free choice of the will, fhould becertain and in- 
fallible ; * but we are from fufficient evidence 
perfwaded that it is fo. For we fee thro’ the 
whole fcriptures a thread of very pofitive 
prophefies, the accomplifhment whereof de- 
pended on the free will of men ; and thefe 
predictions, as they were made very precifely, 

fe) 
* Burnet’s Expofition, p, 158. f 
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fo they were no lefs punétually accomplithed. 
Not to mention any other prophefies, all thofe 
‘which relate to the death and fufferings of 
Chrift, were fulfilled by the free as of the 
priefts and people of the Jews : They finned 
in-doing it, which proves that they acted in 
it with their natural liberty. By thefe, and all 
the other prophefies, which are in both tefta- 
ments, it muft be confeffed, that thefe things 
were certainly foreknown, but where to found 
that certainty, cannot eafily be refolved. Nor 
is it of any importance, whether we can re- 
folve it, orno. The infinite perfection of the 
divine mind ought here to filence all objections. 
A clear idea by which we apprehend a thing 
‘to be plainly contrary to the attributes of God, 
is indecd fufficient ground to reject it. And 
therefore they think they are in the right to 
deny that_God. efficacioufly determines men 
to, finful actions, becaufe they apprehend it to 
be plainly contrary to juftice, goodnefs and 
holinefs : But if the objection againft any thing 
fuppofed to be in God, lies only againit the 
manner,and the unconceivablenefs of it, there 
the infinite perfection of God anfwersall.f It 
cannot therefore be fo frightful a thing, to fup- 
pofe God's foreknowledge of the moft contin- 
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gent future actions, well to confift with our 
ignorance how he foreknows them ; as that 
we fhould think it neceflary to overturn and 
mingle heaven and earth, rather than admit it. 


tT & 
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It is further to be confidered, § that this 


@ prefcience does not make the effects certain, | 


becaufe they are forefeen ; but they are fore- 
feen becaufe that they are to be: So that the 
ceftainty of the prefcience is not antecedent 
or caufal, but fubfequent and eventual— 
Whatfoever happens was future before it hap- 
pened ; and fince it happened, it was ceftain- 
ly future from all eternity ; not by a certainty 
of fate ; but by a certainty which arifes out of 
its being once; from which this truth, that it 
was future, was eternally certain: Therefore 
the divine prefcience being only the knowing 
all things which were to come, it does not in- 
fer a neceflity of caufality. 

Tue fcripture plainly fhews on fome occa- 
fions a conditionate prefcience, as in the cafe of 
the men of Keilah, of Tire and Sidon, Sodom and 
Gomorrah. Since then this. prefcience may be 
fo certain, that it never can be miftaken, nor 
mifguide the defigns and providence of God ; 
and fince by this, both the attributes of God 
are vindicated, andthe undetermined freedom 
of the will of man to fin is afferted, all diffi- 
culties feem to be eafily cleared this way. 

Tey further add, that God having made 
man afreecreature, his governing him accor- 
dingly, and making his own adminiftration of 
the world fuitable to it, is no diminution of 
hisown authority ; it isonly carrying on of his 
own Creation, according to the feveral natures 
which he hath put ia that variety of beings, 

of 
§ Burnet's Expofition, p. 159. 


> 


40 The Dottrine of RurroBaTion 


of which this world is compofed, and with 
which it is diverfified. Therefore if fome of 
the aéts of God, with relation to man, are 
not fo abfolute as his other acts are, and as 
theSupralap/arians fuppofe neceffary to the ul- 
timate perfection of an independent being ; 
this arifes not from any defect in the acts of 
God; but becaufe the nature of the creature, 
which he intended to make free, is inconfif- 
tent with fuch acts. 

“T'we divine omnipotence is not leffened 
when we obferve fome of God’s works to be 
more beautiful and ufeful than others are: 
And the irregular produttions of nature do 
not derogate from the order in which all things 
appear lovely to the divine mind. So if that 
liberty with which God intended to endue 
thinking beings, is, incompatible with fuch 
pofitive acts; and fo pofitive a providence as 
governs natural things, and this material world ; 
then thisis no way derogatory tothe fovereign- 
ty of his mind. Thisalfo gives fuch an account 
of the evil which is in the world, as does no 
way accufe or leffen the purity and holinefs of 
God : Since he only fuffers his creatures to go 
on in the free ule of the powers which he hath 
given them ; about which he exercifes a fpe- 
cial providence, making fome men’s fins to be 
the immediate punifhment of their own, or of 
other men’s fins ; and reftraining them often 


ina great deal of that evil which they dodefign, _ 


and bringing out of it a great deal of good, 
which 


~ 
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which they did not defign ; but nevet. effica- 

cioufly determining them to defign or act Aine 
fully. 

a far the Sublapfarians evidently both 
admit and reject fomething of the fchemes of 
“both the other parties, and think that by do- 
ng fo they come nearer “te truth than éi- 

ther of them, and avoid the. p.incipal diffictil- 
ties which attend them both. : 

3. THEY maintain. that God's Faneknowledge ‘of 
futurities is always Subfequent to his decree ; but 
that his decree does not give a futurition to many 
things that come to pafi. They readily grant to 
the Supralapfarians, that there are a-vaft num- 
ber of poffible beings in the knowledge or un- 
derftanding of God ; and that the decree ap- 
points which of them fhall be, and which thall 
not: for fince the kingdom of God ruleth over 
all, fo. that not a. dpar tow. falleth to the 
ground without him ; it is impoflible that a- 
ny thing fhould ever come to pafs, but what 
God is pleafed, if not to effec, yet at leaft to 
permit. And if nothing can come to pafs 
without the divine permiffion, then nothing can 
be known as future, but what God hath deter- 
mined,at leaft to permit to be fo, and fo the fore- 
knowledge of God will in all eafes be founded 
either in bis efellive or per miffive decree, and 

be 


* N.B. Molt of what is abové extracted from Bithop Burnet, is 
by him urged in the name of the Arminians. Bat forasmuch 
2s the Sublap/arians (at lealt the more moderate of them) agree 
in thefe things with the Arminians ; what is here alleged e- 
qually ferves sAem, and accordingly 1 have fo improved it, 
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be fubfequent unto it: For it is impoffible, that 
he who is able to prevent what he pleafes, 
fhould know a thing will ually come to pafs, 
‘without having firft determined, at leaft, not 
to prevent it. Andyet this is far from proving, 
that his decree gives a futurition to whatfoever 
comes to pafs. For if the knowledge of God 
reaches to what rational agents will do, when 
he thinks fit to leave them entirely to the free- 
dom of their own wills, without interpofing his 
power to determine them one way or other; 
then there will be no need to fuppofe, that 
the decree of God gives futurition to all things 
whatfvever, becaufe the certainty of the futu- 
rition of many things, may then be refolved 
into the fsfallibility of the knowlege of God, 
and not into the efficacy of his deeree. — Again, 
if God often does think fit{to leave rational a- 
gentsentirely to the freedomiof their own wills, 
and befure never interpofes his power to deter- 
mine them to intrinfically evil actions ; then we 
mutt fuppofe, that many things come to pafs, 
which the decree does not give futurition to. 
For theSupralap/arians them{elves don’tfuppofe 
the decree to be the caufe of the futurition of 
any thing, but what God in confequence of 
his decree, efficacion/ly determines his creatures 
to, in the courfe of his providence. 

In a word, both Supra and Sublapfarians are 
agreed, to diftinguifh the decrees of God into 
effedive and permifive. The effedtive decrec 
(fay the Sublapfarians) puts a certam futurition 
into 
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into things; but the permifive does not fo. ‘The 
effettive decree may refpect both natural and 
moral good ; the perm five decree principally re- 
gards moral evil, which God dogs not, either 
immediately or mediately, efed by his own 
power ; but only permits to the power of his 
creatures : having thought fit, for wife reafons, 
not always to hinder them (tho’ many times 
he does) from abufing the powers he hath gi- 
ven them for better purpofes, to the com- 
miffion of it.—This diftinction between an ef- 
fective and permifive decree, they think, is ren- 
dered 4 diftinGion without adifference, by the RY 
pralapfarian doctrines of efficacious permiffion,and, 
predeterminative concourfe to adtions intrinfi- 
cally evil ; that God does by an efficacious 
power and influence move and predetermine 
men unto all their actions, even tofuch as have 
fin infeparably annexed to them; that he does 
fecretly, but effectually, incline and apply the 
wills) of men to the entative acts of fuch 
things. For if thefe doétrines be true, the Su)- 
/apfarians think it will follow, that all the de- 
crees of God are alike abfslute and effeflive. Not 
to repeat here, that they think thefe do¢trines 
to be, founded upon fal/e principles, and to be 
neceflarily attended with con/equences too fhock- 
ing to be endured ; their reafons for both which 
I have given before. ® 
4. THEY maintain, toat the ordaining of cere 
tain men from eternity to condemnation was upon a 


forefight of their ungodline/s and infidelity ; tho’ 
r 4 HO, 
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on the other haid, they deny that any ‘were - elethed 
foeverlafting life, upos a forefight of their faith 
and obedience. Thefe two things they appre- 
hend in their own nature to ftand upon as dif- 
ferenta foot as poflible ; and to be every-where 
fo reprefented in the fc riptures. They think 
the feriptures all along reprefent the deftruction 
of man to be of himfelf ; and never intimate 
his being.determined by divine iifluence toa- 
ny evil action. And they think it clear from 
fcripture, that God knows what men will do, 
when left entirely tothe freedom of their own» 
wills: from whence they conclude, that God 
forefaw the apoftafy of man, if left to the free-. 
dom of his own will, and thought fit fo to 
leave him ; and that he forefaw the corruption 
which would follow upon the apoftafy, that 
the wickedncls of »manowould be great in 
the earth; and ever y imagination of the tho'ts 
= his heart evil, and determin’d not to hinder 
> but ordained certain men to that condem- 
nie which he forefa w they would deferve 
by their fins. 
. Wasereds of his meer good pleafure 
he elected others, whom he-forefaw would 
be alike involv’d in fin and guilt, to eternal 
jife; and entered into a covenant of grace, 
to deliver them out of that ftate of fin and mi- 
fery, and to bring them intoa {tateof falvation 
by a redeemer. ° Now forasmuch as they who 
aré thus elected to everlafting life, are fuppo- 
i red to be really involved in fin and guilt with 
the 
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ts und forasmuch as the fcriptures te 


ae a immediately qualify and prepare men 
poe fuch as faith, repentance and new obedi-* 
os be not of menthemfelves, but the Gifts’ 
of | therefore the Sub/apfarians think it’ 
Capofible that any fhould be eleéted to ever- 
lafting life,upon a forefight of their faith ando-" 
bedience.. For (fay they) men cannot be e- 
lected upon a forefight of thofe things, which 
they would never have, if God had not tho’t. 
fit of his good pleafure tobeftow them on them. 
So that while the Sublapfarians maintain, that’ 
certain men are ordained to condemnation up- 
ona forefight of their wickednefsand unbelief, 
they at the fame time refolve the election of o- 
thers principa ily into the cae pleafure of the 
divine will. And in-keeping this middle-way, 
they think they both follow the guidance of 
the feriptures, which always teach us to arro- 
gate no good to ourfelves, and do impute no 
moral evil to God ; and that they alfo fecure 
the Honor of all the divine attributes. For, on 
the one hand, no mancan reafonably complain, 
either that he is ieft to the freedom of his own 
will, or that he is ordained to fuch condemna- 
tion, as God forefaw he would deferve, by his 
abufe of that freedom. Nor ought any man’s 
eye to be evil, becaufe God’s eye is good. For 
may he not do what he pleafes with his own? 
And, if he thinks fit, may he not beftow that 
— and favor upon fome, w hich ele de- 
erve 


eternal life itfelf, and all the things’ 
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ferve, and which he might juftly have wi 


ast 
held from all?—And again, on the other hand, 
what man can glory in the prefence of the 
Lord, when the great things in which he is 
not as other men, are not of himfelf ; but 
are the gifts of God ? es 
Bur . ieee to fay in the laft place, that 
tho’ the Sub/ap/arians hold, that God hath or- 
dained certain men to condemnation upon a 
forefight of their ungodlinefs and infidelity, 
yet they maintain, : 
5. THAT ungodline/s and infidelity for efeen 
are not the proper caufes, but only the antecedent 
conditions of reprobation. "Thus the celebrated 
Turrettine * rveprefents their fentiments, .¢ 
abfoluté confideratur reprobatio. rele aafcribitur 
corruptioni hominis native, que ewm effecit jufte 
reprobabilem : afi verd comparate, dd folum Dei 
beneplacitum, &c. “ If (fays he ) Reprobation 
® be confidered ab/olutely, it is jultly afcribed 
to man’s native corruption, which hath 
rendered him a proper object of it; but if 
it be confidered comparatively, it muft be re- 
folved entirely into the good pleafure of 
God, who according to his fovereign right. 
and freedom, choofes whom he will and — 
paffes by the reft. If therefore it be enqui- 
‘red, why this, or the other man was reprobated? . 
“The anfwer is, Becaufe-God forefaw that he 
would deferve it by his fins. Not that fin is 
properly the caufe of reprobation, for “a 
* all 
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all bavebecn reprobated, who werealike \ os 


aners. ‘it is a condition or antecedent 
qu: cali, by which a man, becomes a proper 
Obje& of reprobation: “Or it is a caufe fine 
* qua non; for if a man had not beena {jnner, 
oo been reprobated of God; tho’ 
rery one be not neceffarily reprobated, who 

* isafinner. But when the enquiry is, why 
‘ God hath reprobated this man, rather than the 
‘ (other, when they were both equally finners, 
and fo alike proper objects of reprobation ? 

* ‘Here fin cannot be alledged, becaufe it is com- 
* mon to them both ; and what is common 
* to them both, cannot (fo far as we can fee) 
© caufea difference to be made between the 
‘one. and the other.’ And therefore no 


_reafon can be rendered by us for it in many 


cafes, befides the mere fovereign pleafure of 
God, even fr Father, for fo it hath feemed good 


in thy fight. “T fay in many cafes, becaufe it 


appears in fact from many inftances, that fuch 
perfons as feemed to men the mott unlikely, 
neverthelefs belonged to the election of grace. 
For there have been nota few Inftances of 


“very profligate finners, wholike ManafJab 
_ have wrought much i the fight of the Lord, 


to provoke him to anger ; and yet, thro’ the 


, mercy and gface of "God, have been {topped 


an their carreer, to their own deftruction, and 
made to all appearance, fincere penitents, 
and found believers. ‘ 
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we Ano yet oe ‘bot thar 
> /* far the oct part o h 


Ap the m : 
rs have nt Fore eg 
ry. ith and je pamtans but of 


their Piiligest improvement of the means - 
of grace, and earnett. prayer for the aids of 
God’s holy Spirit. And fo not ftanding 
any thing in the decrees of ‘God, there m: 
bea certain connection between, Priving io 
enter in at the ftrait gate, and admiffion ito it, 4 
For our bleffed Lord himfelf hath affured us; é 
that if earthly parents who are evil, know how to 
» give good gifts unto their children; MUGH MORE: 
hall our heavenlyFather give.the holySpirit to them ~ 4 
that afk him ? And the wifelt of meer men). | 
; oe under the - vinfpiration of him, whofe und 


owed esha Ti ef oe emey fir tim 
le ap 7 Tee es, her us filver,' ani 
Searchefi-for her as for hid crea fines: thew | 
thou.underfland the fear of the Lord, and find the 
knowledge af God, Prov. Th, 3) 4,5 


